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WHAT'S BEEN PUBLISHED IN FAMILY SOCIOLOGY IN THE PAST TEN YEARS?

The family field of study has been undergoing a tremendous revitalization
over the past decade or so, due in part to various social movenents
(such as the women's movement with its reexamination of sex roles; experi-
mentation with "alternate life styles" and its critique of nuclear family
structure; "no-fault divorce" legislation and its effect on family stability,
represent some of the more conspicuous social developments affecting family
1ife). In these historical circumstances of increasing attention to family
phenomena by various academic and non-academic groups, i1t is important to
take stock of what family sociologists are publishing about the family, in
order to determine where we are in our concern for family matters, and
perhaps to assess were we are going,

Several systematic reviews of the professional journals dealing with
family matters have appeared in the past few years (Hodgson and Lewis, 1977;
Kleinn, et al., 1969; Ruano, et al., 1969). But the focus of these reviews
has been on theoretical and methodological developments, particularly on the
use of conceptual frameworks in family research and theory. Our concern 1in
this analysis is primarily substantive, that is, we are interested in deter-
mining what topics or subjects family sociologists are studying. Accordingly,
we have undertaken a content analysis of articles published in the Journal

of Marriage and the Family over the past ten years, and family related articles

published in the American Sociological Review and the American Journal of

Sociology for the same time period. Our analysis considers 1) how frequently

various topics in family sociology have appeared in these jogrna1s; 2) an



assessment of which topics are increasing and which are decrcasing in frequency

of appearance; and 3) a comparison of topics across the three Journals,

Methods and Procedures

The senior author conducted a content analysis of three major journals
issued in 1969 through 1977. Obviously, family researchers publish in more
than three journals. Howoever, 1t was decided that an analysis of Journal

of Marriage and_the Family, American Journal of Sociology, and American

Sociological Review (hence forward referred to as JMF, AJS, and ASR) would

provide not only an adequate view of the prevailing trend of interests but
also a point of comparison between a Journal publishing only family research
and journals with a broader scope. Every article appearing in JUF and every
family related article appearing in ASR and AJS was coded for this time
period.

Constructing an adequate and usable 1ist of family topics was a formid-
able task, because of the diversity of family research interests. The list
of topics was selected on the basis of frequency and amount of attention
devoted to each in introductory family text books. Each article was coded
for major topic of focus, usually reflected by the dependent varjable, and
was also cross-referenced with other topics on our list. In addition, each
research article was also coded for methods of data collection used. In
the case of more than one methodology used, cross references were listed.
Coding procedures for topics aﬁd methods are provided in Appendix A.

The reliability of the coding scheme was assessed by computing inter-
coder reliability for approximately 20 journal issues. For substantive t@p%cs
there was an 819 congruence in codes between the two coders; for the coding
of methodologies, the congruence was 94%; and the overall reljability com-

putation was 87%.
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During the past decade JMF published 747 articles, ASR published 50
family related articles, and AJS published 74 (Table 4). I should be
noted that the difference in the number of articles published by ASR and
AJS 1s due to one publication of AJS (Vol. 78, No., 4, January ) which

Was a special issue on sex roles.

Eindings

[t 15 clear from Table 1 that the most frequently appearing topic in
the family literature of the late sixties and seventies is sex roles. Fif-
teen percent of the 879 articles from 1968 - 1977 dealt with sex roles.
The topic was prominent throughout the decade, but rose conspicuously in
1971 (30% of the articles during that year) and has remained high since.
Concern with family size and family planning was also high (9%), and remained
fairly constant throughout the decade. Parent-child interaction accounted
for 10% of the articles and, within this category, child socialization or
the parents' effect on the child constituted the predominant focus. There
is an interesting historical shift here, however. Interest in the effect
of the parent on the child decreased during the decade: there were over twice
as many articles published on this topic in the first half of the decade as
appeared in the second half. (On the other hand, the effect of the child's
influence on the parent (though still less frequent than the reverse) seems
to be increasing in interest: only two articles appeared in these journals
in the first half of the decade, compared to seven articles in the second

half.

(n
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Articles dealing with marital interaction per se constituted only 15§
of the total, This 1s duc partly to the fagt that marital interaction was
frequently coded under more descriptive cateqories such as sex roles, Family
process, early marriages, or old marriages. Within this general category,
marital satisfaction/adjustment is the wost frequent, Interest in it has
remained fairly constant over the decade (at around 5%). Conjugal power
and marital dissolution ecach appeared about half as frequently, and also did
not change much over the decade.

In general, there was not much change apparent in the frequency of topics
across this ten-year period. Ailong with the ones mentioned above, on parent-
child interaction and sex roles, the only other noticeable change is on the
topic of 11legitimacy over the decade. Perhaps, with the liberation of
abortion laws, this is perceived as less of a social problem by sociologists.

When an article dealt with more than one topic, it was first coded on
the basis of the main topic, then it was cross referenced with the other
topics. Articles coded as "cross-cultural" were most likely to fall in this
category. We found that their most frequent cross reference is with family
structure. In comparative studies, it seems, the major point of comparison

is on family size and composition.

We were also interested in determining the relative frequency of various
methods of data collection used in family research., As indicated in Table 2,
survey methods are clearly dominant, accounting for 67% of the research
methods used. Within the categarygaf survey methods, questicnnaire surveys
are the most common (34%). By contrast, experimental studies, observational

studies, and content analysis combined account for only 11% of the studies.
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These freguencies appear to be relatively constant across the decade. It

{s clear that nost of our knowledge of family phenomena as reported in the
major sociological journals 1§ based on self-report techniques, written and
verbal. This is quite consistent with the findings of Hodgson and Lewis
(1977), who, based on their content analysis, reported 55% of the researéh

tn family journals used survey techniques. As a result, the types of biases
that are most likely to occur in our knowledge of family matters are those
most frequently associated with survey techniques, e.g., social desireability

of responses, halo effects, errors in memory and perception, and lying.

Al though most of the research topics in our content analysis were dominated
by the use of survey methods, there were some varjations. The most frequent
use of questionnaires was found in studies dealing with sexual behavior (68%),
birth order (71%), child socialization (53%), marital satisfaction/adjustment
(54%), and mate selection (46%). Interview survey was the dominant methodology
in the study of conjugal power (43%),Jm5rita1 conflict (33%), effect of child
on parent (43%), and family structure (42%). The chief competition to survey
methods is the use of archival data. Use of various legal and public records
is most evident in studies of marital dissolution (61%), family size and plan-
ning (27%), i1Tegitimacy (47%), and mixed marriage (83%). The use of other
methodologies is much less frequent,

TABLE 4 ABOUT HERE
When we compared journals in the frequency of topics and methods, a few

interesting findings emerged. The main difference in the frequency of topics
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appearing 1n Journal of Marriage and the Family compared to the two general

sociology journals (the American Sociological Review and the American Journal

of Sociology) 1s with regard to sex roles. The topic of sex roles was three

times more frequent in ASR and AJS (35% and 38%) than it was 1n JMF (11%).
This undoubtedly reflects the more general appeal of sex roles than that of
other family topics. In fact, much of this literature on sex roles does not
deal directly with family matters (for example, job discrimination, the
Equal Rights Amendment, etc.), but is of more general sociological concern.
In terms of absolute frequencies, of course, JMF had more articles on sex
roles than either ASR or AJS because it is a journal specializing in family
sociology. Only 16.2% of the articles in ASR anq 15.9% of those in AJS
dealt with family topics.

TABLE 5 ABOUT HERE

S ES A B RN WS M AW RY N e W RS R oGS

There was also a difference between JMF and ASR/AJS in the frequency of

various methods used (Table 5). The most conspicuous difference was in the
use of archival data: 1t was substantially more frequent in ASR (38%) and
AJS (42%) than it was in JMF (15%). In fact, for the two general sociology
journals, use of archival data was the major methodology. This suggests

that publication of family research is more 1ikely to occur in the top two

sociology journals when large data sets are used (such as NORC).

Summary ai.. Conclusion

In summary, our findings are not very surprising with regard to topics
of publication or methods of data collection represented in the family
sociology articles published over the past decade. In fact, they are quite

congruent with our informal impressions of the family sociology literature:
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1) sex roles 1s the most popular topic; 2) child socialization is decreasing

in emphasis; 3) child's effect on parent is increasing in emphasis; 4) marital
satisfaction and adjustment is the most common focus of marital interaction
research; and 5) survey methods dominate the procedures of data collection
(especially 1in research on sexual behavior, marital satisfaction, and child
socialization--topics which rely primarily on respondents' opinions, attitudes,
and reports of behavior),

It is clear that some of the social developments affecting family 11fe
are reflected in the family literature of the past decade. The most apparent
in our analysis is the interest in sex roles, which has the broadest appeal
of any of the family topics within sociology in general (judging by the
frequency of its appearance in ASR and AJS). Reflections of other social
developments in family publications of the decade are much less conspicuous.
For example, the proportion of articles dealing with alternate life styles
and legal changes affecting the family was very small,

Qur overall impression of the family field, based on this content analysis
of its publications for the past decade, is}that it is becoming increasingly
"adult oriented." We notice a gradual but general trend of increasing atten-
tion on the adults in family relations and a concomittant decrease of interest
in the child. Several indications point to this assessment: 1) the topic
of sex roles is dominated by a concern with adult relationships and with
self fulfiliment (of women, at least) typically outside the context of parental
roles. Increased interest in dual-career marriages, occupational equality
between the sexes, and marital equality also reflect this "adult” orientation.
2) The, admittedly small but increasing, literatuire on alternate life styles
is overwhelmingly adult oriented in that it rarely considers the pTacé of

children. 3) The limitation of family size (family planning, contraception,
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etc.) was the second most frequent topic in our content analysis (9.1% of the
articles). 4) Even when the focus is on parent-child interaction, it is

increasingly on the effect of the child, on the parent, oron the marriage,

8) Our content analysis shows that only 15% of the articles dealt directly
with marital interaction. But this is a misleading indicator of adult
orientation since marital interaction was often a major concern within a
number of the other topics: sex roles, family structure and process, famly
planning, mate selection, sexual behavior, etc,

We would venture to predict that this trend in the family literature
will continue, because 1t reflects a more general social trend which
increasingly views the family as a context for self expression and affective

development, rather than as a context for child-rearing.

10
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APPENDIX A
CODING PROCEDURES AND CATEGORY DEFINITIONS FOR TOPICS

A topic was coded {f the major thrust of the article centered on the
topic category. This was based primarily on the nature of the dependent
varfable.  The following list provides brief descriptions of each topic,

Mate Selection: the process of choosing a marriage partner, Dating

behavior would not be coded as nmate selection unless the article dealt with
a relationship between dating behavior and choosing a marriage partner,

Marital Interaction: served as a general category of interaction be-

tween married partners for toplces not coded in more specific categories
dealing with husband-wife interaction, For example, a study of the result
of social networks on marital interaction would be coded in this category,
while a study of the relative power of spouses due to membership in social
networks would not,

Conjugal Power: power relations between spouses. Studies of the rela-

tive influence, power, decision-making power, authority, etc. would be coded
in this category.

Conjugal Adjustment/Satisfaction: satisfaction or adjustment in a

marital relation. Only articles using equivalent concepts to adjustment,
satisfaction, or affect were coded under this topic.

Conjugal Stress/Conflict: concepts such as stress and friction were

coded here, Articles such as those dealing with the relationship between
wife's employment, for example, and degree of conflict within a marriage

fit this category.

12
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Marital DissoTutior: dissolving of marriages thwrough divorce, separation,

death , or abandoment. Mtecedemts to divorce or the effect of Tos.s of pirtner
through death were coded under this cateqory, Wariables producing conflict
vere N0 coded here,

Early Marrd aggs/?og_qgjamihfesz nzclear or extemded families sccuri ng

before the age of 20 n U.S., Artdcles, such as £hose -deah‘ﬁg with the effect
of liwing within anmextended Kin network or early marmiages or young Fani lies
were coded under this ca tegory.

Older Marriages/Fancilies: ruclear or extemded families with partici pants

pist middle age (55) or with all children out of the household would Fit this
Citegory- An example womld be thae effect of empty nest Syndrome on the pether's
seTf concep't,

Parent~Child [nteraction: residsal category of raon-speci fic imteraction

Betyeen parents and childrera, Thee perception of parerats’ characterfstics .
personality , etc. would be coded under this category. Child's effect on
parents' persona Tity would b coded under effect of ch:i1d on parent,

Effect of Paremt on Child: articTes dealing with the effect of any

parental behavior or attribute on the chi 1d would be coded dn £his c.ateqory.
An exarmple wou 1d be the eeffect of mother's employment on child®s int-elTectual

developnent. .

,Ej‘ffe,étf of thildonPiremtz any article dealing with the parent is the
depepdent variable ¥n parent~child interaction. "f

BErth Order: effect of ordinal position of birth. For exanple. a
conparFson of First borns vewsus Bater borns on amy characteris tic.

Fanily Structur~e: the size, composition, and yole configuration in

the family, i.e. nuclear, extended. A classical example of this cateqry

Wonld be the effect of the econoni ¢ sys tem on fandly structure,
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Family Processes: interaction between family members. An article on

interaction with consanguine versus affinal family after divorce would be
coded under this category. Demographic changes among families would not fit
this category.

Family Size/Planning: - numbers of children, fertility, planning for

number of children in the family. Example: the effect of an extended family
system on fertility.

Sex Roles: activities, roles, statuses, etc. influenced by oné‘s gender.
Sex role images portrayed in children's books would be coded here.

Sexual Behavior: sexual acts occuring before, after, inside or outside

‘marital bonds. Determinants of the decisjon to engage in premarital or extra-
marital sexual aﬁtivityHWQqu be coded under this category.

Cohabitation: non-family menbers of opposite sex 1iving in the same

household prior to marriage.

Illeqitimacy/Premarital Pregnancy: bearing a child outside marriage.

Example: social class as a predictor of premarital pregnancy would be coded
under this category.

Mixed Marriages: marriage of persons from dissimilar social groups

(race, religion, ethnic background). ,

Minority Family Patterns: family patterns of Blacks, Mexican-Americans,

American Indians, and other ethnic minorities.

Alternative Family Forms: any alternative to the nuclear or predominate
family pattern, e.g. communes, triads, singles.

Cross-Cultural: this category was used primarily as a cross-reference

topic. An article comparing socialization patterns in Japan versus those in

Germany would fit.
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Theory Construction: development of theoretical perspectives.

Methodology: articles dealing primarily with measurement, sampling, or

some other methodological issue.

Review of Literature: "State of the art" articles on a particular

fami 1y topic.

Critiques: assessment of a professional's work. An article written

primarily to show how another author had misinterpreted data or failed to
measure a variable adequately would fit this category.
Other: a residual category. Anything that did not fit into one of the

above categories.

CODING CATEGORLES FOR DATA COLLECTION PROCEDURES

The methodology coded for each article was determined by the "goodness
of fit" between the definitions of each of the following categories and the
means of obtaining data described in each article. If a researcher employed
more than one method, a decision was made in regard to the most promiﬁEﬁt
method used. |

Survey: in general, survey techniques refer to data gathering procedures

which sample respondents from a larger papuia%ion in order to make references

about that population.

Survey/Questionnaire: this category was coded if the researcher gathered

data by having respondents indicate answers on a printed research instrument.
These are almost always self administered.

Survey/Interview: data gathered by means of face-to-face questioning

of respondents.
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Survey/Unspecified: this category was utilized if the researcher used

a survey technique but failed to specify by which means the survey was con-

ducted.

Interview/Non-Survey: tiiis category was utilized when interviews were

the primary means of collectiig data but no sampling procedure was employed.
Typically, studies using this method reported intensive interviews on a
’ Qéry small number of respondents.

Observation: the direct observation of behavior; either participant or
non participant; conspicuous or unobtrusive strategies.

‘Experiment: the experimental method consists of exposing subjects to

a specially designed situation and systematically recording their reactions.
Usually this occurs in a laboratory setting, but occassionally “"field
experiments" were reported.

. Content Analysis: the systematic aﬁa1ysis of any communication content

(written, verbal, or visual) for the purpose of making references about the
message, the audience, or the source (see Budd et al., 1967, for a good dis-
cussion of this method). The present study utilized this method.

Archival: archival data is utilized when a researcher employs data from
some data bank that is available to any professional. Examples include

census bureau data and National Opinion Research Center data.




Table 1.

Topic of Article by Year (in percent)

'8 '69

Year of Publication

f _
IDI

nom ot s 6 T Toetal

Mate Selection 22 55 48 1.8 43 10 2.2 62 53 26 3.8 3
Marital Interaction L3712 1.8 5433 L2 a6 66 39 33
Conjugal Power - 55 48 1.8 22 33 11 .9 39 13 25 X
- Conjugal Adjustment/Satisfaction 16,1 1.8 96 71 &3 2.2 %2 61 3.9 92 56 49
Conjugal Stress/Conflict -~ 924 36 - -~ LI 18 13 3% 14 12
| Marital Dissolution 128 1.2 1.1 L2 o~ 6% 26 1.3 39 2.8 25
- Early Marriages/Young Families 39 12 - L Wl e e e 9 8
- 01der Marriages/Families 2.2 = 12 = = 11 . 26 39 0 1.1 10
" Parent-(hild Interaction* 6.7 1.8 36 - 6555 &4 35 26 1.3 19 ¥
Effect of Parent on Child .9 55 60 161 &3 - L3 26 39 39 50 44
- Effect of Child on Parent - g 12 - «~ L1 &Ly 9 - 13 1.0 9
* Birth Order L9 2 -~ L L 0 - 13 e 8 7
- -Family Structure 6.7 37 12 - 1§ 56 &3 26 53 39 42 ¥
- Family Processes 1.9 48 107 54 33 65 79 53 13 46 W
~ Fanily Size/Planning 187 1.0 7.2 54 7.8 67 07 1.9 1.8 66 90
" Sex Roles 9.0 107 6.0 30.4 10.8 233 0.7 167 1.1 2.1 17 129
- Sexual Behavior 34 45 1.0 - 32 ol Ly Ly 52 520 4.3
~ Cohabitation A SR SR T LR M S
. IMegitinacy/Premarital Pregnancy 155 36 - 1 - - 26 13 LY 1.8 16
- Mixed Marriages -- SJoz4 o - L1 9 26 - 16 ]
- Minority Family Patterns 22 1.8 -~ -~ 32 L1 19 - 13 1300
- Mternative Family Forms L1 1.8 - 32 = e = 069 8
- Theory (onstruction .1 37 4,8 e 1 - e 26 26 13 1.8 76
Hethodo Togy 1.1 8.3 - 65 56 .5 44 7.9 - 44 39
 Review of Literature - 3] 6 0 36 - 22 W2 - = == 1.8 16
-~ (eitique - I I 4 Y 1 N P N R P R
Other 1.3 13.8 13 354 172 233 1.2 1.5 5.3 184 158139

Total Percent

e _

9.6 99.9 99.9 100.2 100.2 99.7 100.5 99.8 99.7 99.6 100.2 .

8 109 83 56 93 90 93 M4 76 76 89

j,‘ *Frequencies for these general categories are exclusive of the frequencies reported in their several sub-categories,
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TabTe 2. Year By Method (in percent)1

Method of Data Collection B8 ' 0T T B W TS 6 T Total N

- Survey/Questionnaire 0 6.7 3
Survey/Interview 18,5 8.9 25.

Interview/Non-Survey 13.8 1

Survey (unspecified) 4,

37 23 336 40
0 4.6 207 148
14 37 36 2
143 123 125 &
L4 31 49 3%
= - 279

el
Lanop T (SN

—

f 1
—

9

- Experimenta] 3
Content fnalysis 3

- Archival® ]

- [ ™ » - - - -
B T S = i S TR T T o)

‘mww LR =S 1

5 35
1 ]8 6 133

—

29 1.
24,3 23

.‘E.“,
[

Total Percent 100 100 100 99,8 100 99.9 100.2 101 100 100.6
N 5 % 66 ¥ 78 70 B0 95 10 65 100 114

]Dnly enpirical articles are included n this table.

e 2A1ong With public records and stat1st1cs, th1s cateqory included semi-public surveys, such as,
- NORC -and Roper. _ '
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Table 4. Topic by Journal (in percent)

. ,7 _ = ) —

Journal

Topic JMF AR © - AJS

Mate Selection
Marital Interaction
Conjugal Power
Conjugal Adjustment/Satisfaction
‘Conjugal Stress/Conflict
Marital Dissolution
Early Marriages/Young Families
0lder Marriages/Families
Parent-Child Interaction
Effect of Parent on Child
Effect of Child on Parent
Birth Order
Family Structure
Family Processes
Family Size/Planning
‘Sex Roles
Sexual Behavior
Deviant Interaction Patterns
Minority Family Patterns
Alternative Family Forms
Theory Construction ™~
Methodology"
Review of Research
. Critique
Other 1
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Total Percent 99, 9% 99, 8% 99.8%
N= 747 58 74




Table 5. Method of Data Collection by Journal (in percent)

Journal
Method JNF ASR AJS

Survey/Questionnaire
Survey/Interview
Interview/Non-Survey
Survey (unspecified) 1
Observation
Experimental
Content Analysis
Archival 1

13.4

) P
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| &

WRWMR O,

2

4

.9
13.4
7

9

7

4

38. 4

Total Percent 100.7% 99. 6% 99.6%.
" N= 602 52 60 .-
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